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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20544 JUN Qw

In the Matter of
FK:C:NbQu_BFqiw:n4
Replacement of Part Q0 by Part 88 to revise the Private Land -
Mobile Radilo Services and Modify Policies Governing Them.

To: The Commission

We think that the proposed rule changes will cause an
excessive burden on the users of Publice Safety and Commercial Two
Way Radio. If Part 90 iz replaced by Part 38 as it was drafted,
users will have to extensgively modify their radio systems, or in

some caceg replace them. In the cace of Government and Public
safety it means that Tax Pavers will foot the ill to replace
them. In the caze of Commercial rsasdio gvsestems, It means that

ugers will be forced to modify or replace a radio system that, in
most cases works fine.

On Spectrum Efficiency Standardz: We realize that the gosal

of Part 88 is to free up part of the radio spectrum for new

users. That is fine in 1itself, but it is not right to make
exigting lilicensed ugers' portion of the gpectryrum unusahle to
them. It appesars thsat narrow banding is the best way, and geoing

tTo 12.54 KHz spacing may be possible. Narrowing the bandwidthse
to 6.25 KHz and 5 KHz will cause users to drsstically modify
their equipment or replace it 1f conversion isg not possible. We
think that will be an unreasonsble reguirement.

The 1des of uzerg funding the eguipment convereion by
reassigning part of an existing wideband channel 1s not right.
These freguenciesg are not theireg to ag=zign, Things like thise
would lead to turning usabhle frequencies intoe an uncontrolled,
unlicensed mecss.

0 o) 3 ; & 2 The respondent's
service area, Blaine County in South central Idaho, iz & large
srea with signsl coverage problems becauge of mountainous
terrain. 1f transmitter power ie limited to reduce sgervice
areas to 50 miles for co-channel sgeparation, many of the systems
with transmitters on high mountain tops will be greatly
handicapped. areas in which pecple depend on tTwo-way
communicationg for publiec cafety and to facilitate commerce will
no longer be covered. This will be counter to the fuel
congervation effort, because we will be driving around our
coverage ares to find a place where the radio will work or a pay
rhone,

We suggest that there be a compromige proposal for ERP/HAAT
limits for use 1in rural areacs.

In paragraph 21 of FCC @92-U46¢ there ig reference to "large
innovative operations". The ides of setting aside a few
frequencies for use of new technologies may have merit, but the
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way of naturslly replacling the o0ld in the electronics market.

Permitting trunked operation on freguencies below §H12 MHz.
iz good and we would support that.

The promotion of interoperability appesars to be useful for
communication bhetween different types of public agencies. we
would support the crestiocon of a few channels for the sole purpose
of mutual aid.

Oon Exclusivity: It appears thsat the exclueivity rule may
open the door to abuse by large operatore. The adoption of the

Exclusive Use Overlsay (EUQO) will obviously favor large licensees.
Small individual licensees will be edged out and have to
subgecribe to large service providers.

On _Radio Services: Under Frequency Ceoordinstion, the
propoged rule change says that Small Systemg not qualifylng for
an EUO Preference should be stacked on The same frequency
(vertical loading), rather than he assigned separate channels
(horizontal loading). Thisg would make available channels to
conventional systems overcrowded. Assignment without regard to

eligibility would lump together diverse types of usere making the
frequencies chaotic. .
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c : In conclusion we submit that, while some parts
of these proposgsed rules are good and necessgary, they are as =2



